
From: "Brooks, Karl" </O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE;GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=78AC91F4DB6D44F58424B504D5AA3C7D-
BROOKS,KARL>

To: Distefano
Nichole;

CC:
Date: 9/20/2013 11:37:57 AM
Subject: FW: REVISED REVISED REVISED *** Responses to Post-Dispatch*** USE THIS VERSION

As promised.  Shared with MDNR.
 
Karl Brooks
Regiona l Administrator
EPA Region 7
913-551-7006
 
From: Whitley, Christopher
Sent: Friday, September 20, 2013 11:05 AM
To: Brooks, Karl; Hammerschmidt, Ron; Tapia, Cecilia; Hague, Mark; Thomas, Hattie
Subject: REVISED REVISED REVISED *** Responses to Post-Dispatch *** USE THIS VERSION
 
Questions:

1.       Can you confirm that EPA will ha ve lea d agency with oversight of this project because of its location in OU1- Area  1 at West Lake?
A: Yes. EPA Region 7 would have lea d oversight responsibil ities for any project occurring in OU1, within the boundaries of the West Lake Landfil l  Superfund Site.

 
2.       Is EPA comfortable with this plan in concept? I realize a  lot of testing yet to be done to determine exact locations, specifications of isolation ba rrier.

A: While EPA Region 7 has not yet seen Republic Services’ detailed proposal for construction of an isolation barrier, we are plea sed that the company appears to be ready to move ahead on
the work required by its agreement with the State of Missouri, and ta ke proactive steps to prevent issues from the Bridgeton Landfil l  from posing threats to the radia tion-contaminated
material  in the adjacent West Lake Landfi l l .

 
3.       How would this complement or conflict with ongoing remedia l investigation at West Lake? - i .e. groundwa ter sampling and USGS groundwater survey.

A: EPA Region 7 has not yet seen a detailed proposal for construction of a n isolation barrier, but the Agency does not anticipate that Republic Services’ conceptua l approach would
adversely affect EPA’s plans for the continuing environmental investigation a t West Lake Landfi l l .  The additional data and insights developed as a result of a barrier project should actually
prove helpful to the ongoing environmental investigation.

 
4.       How would the existence of an isolation barrier affect EPA's ultimate decision with respect to amending the ROD? - i .e. does the presence of a ba rrier provide additional protection when it

comes to exposure pathway or in any other way sha pe the final decision on a remedy for West La ke?
A: Construction of an isolation barrier is not anticipated to ha ve any significant impa ct on EPA’s continuing environmental investigation, the issuance of an amended ROD, or ultimately on

the Agency’s decision in regard to a final remedy for the site. Construction of an isolation barrier should actually preserve EPA’s ability to complete the continuing environmental investiga tion in a
thorough but timely manner. EPA will exercise its oversight authority to ensure that no exposure pa thways are created as a result of the construction of an isola tion barrier
 
Chris Whitley
Public Affairs Specialist
U.S. EPA Region 7 Office of Public Affairs
11201 Renner Boulevard
Lenexa, KS 66219
913-551-7394
 


